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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 

In the Matter of 

George K. Miller 
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CONCILIATION AGREEMENT 

This matter was initiated by the Federal Election comrmssl - -an(I1- . 'on'),pupant 

to information as- in the rxnmal course of carrying out its supervisory responsiiilities. 

The cammission found reason to believe that George K. Miller ("Respondent"), violated 

2 U.S.C. 0 441a(aXl)(A). 
- - -  

NOW, THEREFORE, the CommisSion axxl the Respondent, baving @Cipted in 

as fbllows: 

L The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent and the subject matter of this 

proceeding, and this agreement has the e&ct of au agreement e n t d  pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 

II. Respondent has had areasonable opporhmityto -that no action should be 

takem in this matter. 

III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this agreement with the Commission. 

lV. The pertinent hcts in this mattex are as fbllows: 

1. The Respondent, George K. Miller, is an individual contriiutor. Dave Wu fbr 

Congress (the "Committee") is a political committee within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. 5 43 l(4). 

. 

candidate and his authorized political committees with respect to any election for Federal office 

2. Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 8 441a(a)(lXA), no person shall make contributions to any 
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which, in the aggregate, exceed S 1,OOO. Commission regulations require that fbr a contribution 

to be designated in writing for a particular election, a contribution check itself or an 

accompanying writing signed by the contributor must clearly indicate the particulk election with 

respect to which the contributions is made. 1 1 C.F.R Q 1 lO.l(bX4). Commission regulations 

also require that any contribution made by more than me person shall include the signature of 

each contributor on the check, money order, or other negotiable instrument or m a separate_ 

writing. 11 C.F.R. Q llO.l@)(l). 

,! 

3. Respondent and his wife, Andreg IC. Miller, relied on the Committee's iepresentatioaS 
~ . -  

regarding compliance with the individual -ion limitations in making a joint contriiion 

to both the Committee's 1998 primary and genead election campaigns 

4. Respondent sent a check dated February 23,1998 fbr S4,ooO payable to the 

Committee. Respondent's check was drawn fhm the joint checkhg account shared by him and 

his wife, but was signed only by Respondent. An accompanying pre-printed contriiutor card was 

completed to list both the Respondent and his wife as the c o n t r i f i  Only the Respondcat's 

OcCupBtion and name of employer was listed on this card. The card did not mfkmce any 

desiguation t o w d  the Primary or general elections. Because no writing was signed by the 

Respondent's wife and because there was no written designation, the Contribution was on its fkce 

an excessive contribution to the Committee. 

5. Respondent contends that he and his wife intended to camply with the 51,OOO 

contribution limit in 2 U.S.C. Q 44 1 Ma)( 1 )(A) by making four separate S 1,OOO contributioxis: one 

h m  the Respondent and one fiom his wife for each of the primary and general election 

. 

~ p a i g n s -  



3 

3 
a 

m 
9 
I 

Pd .._. 
1. . 

6. The Committee failed to request that Respondent p r o v i d e  the treasurer with a signed 

written designation of the contribution within 60 days of the treasurer's d p t  of the 

contribution, 1 1 C.F.R. 6 1 lO.l(b)(S)(ii)(B), or request that Respondent provide the Cammittee 

with a signed written reattribution of the contribution within 60 days 1 1 C.F.R 8 1 10.1 (kM3). 

Committees are required to refid within 60 days, or secure desipnatidreattributions within 

60 days, of a contribution which on its firce exceeds the Act's contribution limit&ons. 1 1-C.F.R 

06 103.3@)(3); 1 10.1 (bX2); 1 10.1 o(3). 

7. A letter &om the Committee dated September 14,1999, countersigned by the 
- . _  

Respondent, and a letter hm the Committee dated November 1,1999, awnterm 'gnedbyMrs. 

Miller, indicate the Respondent and his wiWs intention to comply with 2 U.S.C. 8 441a(aXl)(A) 

by making hw separate S1,OOO contributions to the  committee^ Ifawritingto as edlkct signed 

by both the Respondent and his wife had accompanied the Contribution, the cantnlbutions would 

have been within the limit stated in 2 U.S.C. 8 44la(a)(l)(A). If the Committee had sought a d  

received a reattriiution and designation that amplied with the q u h m n t s  of 11 C.F.R. 

4 1 10.1, the contributions would have been d d e d  to be within the limit stated in 2 U.S.C. 

0 441a(a)(lMA). 

V. Respondent failed to properly attribute and designate the contriiutions that were 

included in the single $4,OOO check in acxmhce with 11 C.F.R 68 1 lO.l@) and 1 lO.l(k)(l), 

which resulted in a 53,000 excessive contribution on its hce to Dave Wu for Congress. . 

Respondent contends that he inadvertently firiled to properly attribute and designate the 

contributions, but that he did not intend to violate 2 U.S.C. 6 441a(a)(l)(A). 
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VI. In an effort to expeditiously resolve this matter, Respondent will pay a civil penalty 

to the Federal Election Commission in the amount of one thousand, one hundred and twenty-five 

dollars (S 1,129, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 6 437g(a)(S)(A). 

VII. The Commission, on quest  of anyone filing a complaint d e r  2 U.S.C. 

6 437g(a)( 1) concerning the matters at issue herein or on its o m  motion, may review compliance 

with this agreement...Ifthe Commission believes that this agreunmt or any req-t @reof 

has been violated, it may institute a civil action for relief in the United States District Court k 

the District of colmbia 
- . .  a 

Vm. This agreement shall become effkctiveas ofthedab that all parties hemto have 

executed sameand thecammissionhas approved theentimagrean- 

IX. Respondent shall haven0 more than 30- fiam tbedatethisapement baccnnes 

effective to camply with and implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so 

noti@ the Commission. 



5 

. . . .". 

X. This Conciliation Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the parties on 
I 

I 

the matters raised herein, and no other statement, pnnnise, or agreement, either written or d, 

made by either party or by agents of either party, that is not contained in this written agreement 

shall be -le. 

FOR THE COMMISSION: 

Lois G. Lemer 
ActingGeneralCounsel 
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